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REASONS FOR REVIEW REQUEST 

Sir/Madam: 

This request is being filed in order to request a formal review of the legal and 
factual basis for the final rejection in the present application. 

Application Status: 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8-16, 18-22, 25, 27-31, 34, 35, and 37-45 are currently pending 
in this application, and have been finally rejected in an office action dated August 14, 
2006. Claims 1,14, 22, 30, 40, 42, 43 and 45 are independent claims. 

No claims in the application have been allowed. 

Issue: 

Whether claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8-16, 18-22, 25, 27-31, 34, 35, and 37-45 are obvious 
over Ronn et al. (U.S. patent No. 6,648,864). At issue, in particular, is the proper 
interpretation of the Ronn et al. reference as applied to the instant claims. 

Reference Disclosure: 

Ronn et al. discloses an array of disposable absorbent article configurations 
comprising a sequence of designs corresponding to the particular stage of development of 
the wearer. The reference essentially relates to a merchandising system which provides 
for the selection of an absorbent article based on a particular stage of development of the 
wearer. The system includes indicia exhibiting pictorial representations of the absorbent 
article configurations fitted to the wearer at corresponding stages of development, 
enabling a consumer to choose the appropriate absorbent article configuration for a 
particular wearer. 
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Present Application: 

The pending claims of the present application are directed to visual identification 
devices for absorbent products (claims 1, 2, 5, 6, and 8-13), graphical representations for 
absorbent products (claims 14-16 and 18-21), methods of packaging absorbent products 
(claims 22, 25 and 27-29), packages of absorbent products (claims 30, 3 1, 34, 35, 37 and 
38), and an absorbent product line (claims 39-45). A key feature of the present invention 
is a product that is tailored to the fit and absorbency needs of users, and a visual 
identification device that identifies absorbent products predicted to satisfy user fit and 
absorbency requirements. The identification device has product designations that identify 
absorbent products, size designations that relate to the sizes of the absorbent articles, and 
absorbency designations that relate to the absorbent properties of the absorbent articles. 

Arguments: 

Although the Examiner contends that Ronn et al. discloses a visual identification 
device for absorbent articles comprising two or more size designation and two or more 
product designations, the Examiner also acknowledges that Ronn et al. is silent regarding 
absorbency designations. The issue for resolution is (1) whether it would have been 
obvious that different sizes and stages of development require different absorbencies, and 
(2) that it would also be obvious to inform the consumer of this fact. 

Applicant relies on the traditional legal basis for obviousness found in the MPEP 
and applicable legal precedent. The three criteria that must be met to establish a prima 
facie case of obviousness are: (1) there must be some suggestion or motivation to modify 
the reference or to combine reference teachings, (2) there must be a reasonable 
expectation of success, and (3) the prior art references must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations. (See MPEP § 2143). 

It is applicant's position that the Ronn et al. reference fails to teach or suggest a 
key element of the present invention, namely the use of absorbency designations in 
association with an absorbent article. This fact is acknowledged by the Examiner. 
However, the Examiner contends that one skilled in the art would be motivated to 
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correlate diaper size and absorbency in view of the fact that the reference correlates the 
stage of development with diaper size. 

It is applicant's position that one skilled in the art, upon reviewing the reference 
disclosure, would conclude, at most, that absorbency characteristics are simply 
proportional to the size of the garment (and user). A bigger size absorbent article is 
provided with higher absorbency, and a smaller size absorbent article is provided with 
relatively lower absorbency characteristics. In view of this disclosure, it would not be 
obvious at all to make absorbent articles of the same size while having different 
absorbency characteristics, or to make different size articles of the same absorbency. 

Applicant maintains that size and absorbency characteristics are two different 
elements or features of the absorbent article, and these two features are not directly 
proportional to each other in every instance as implied by the Examiner. For example, 
some users may be require a small size absorbent article but at the same time desire to 
have higher absorbency needs, such as for feminine hygiene products used during 
menstrual periods which are relatively small in size but require a higher degree of 
absorbency. This is precisely why absorbency cannot always be directly linked to size. 

The absorbent articles of the present invention are provided with different 
combinations of size and absorbency. The articles of this invention provide for products 
with the same size and absorbency characteristics. However, the present invention also 
provides that some articles with the same size characteristic may have different 
absorbency characteristics. Further, the present invention also provides that articles with 
the same absorbency may come in different sizes. These characteristics are not obvious 
from Ronn et al. which, as acknowledged by the Examiner, is silent regarding 
absorbency. 

A review is requested on this basis prior to the filing of an appeal brief. 



